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Rhoads, Archivist 



-national AirdpLves 
'./ashing ton, D.C. 20406 

’4 ear Dr. Rhoads, 

Vihon I was in Washington ysatsrdaj 



it. 12, Frederick, 
•1/40/70 



21?01 



I pi dead up thy cos of rscords of whi, 



■;h a. 



- - *» — J-*- * »«-erus ox -•■men 1 

Jannson hnd iaforaed «r. ^esar by phone last week. Mr. *eahy was very helpful in 
'•yin?-; tb© cox securely so i could carry is without difficulty and ■droue daoa;.-a *o 
the contents. I do appreciate this. ' " 



Dooause there was no covering- letter I repeat tee words of hr. Johnson* a ha 



xJitotca. was on top so you ailris have your own record of it; "Copies of records provided 

7? ' ir * t! ar0ld ** si3fe9rg ^ rss P oas * ^3 fOXA requests of Seotesber 28, October 19 and 
<1 and December 28, 1976.” ~ ' 

/f 1 ® * irs * 01 T ^ e 1CQr8d groups of records, each separate by a rubberband and 

^ a notB rroa is identified as recoros relating to a y 0. u 

-mb 9-/0 against Archives and 05 a. 

1 have gone through this batch this coming. While it is without doubt true that 
tncy do relite to that case it also is without possibility of doubt chat troy are ~ot 
prii ouch records, Froa froa it. The fact is that once by error 1 was sent an unintended 
c° r y» wnicn^ enaoles me to apeciiy records not provided, acids from shai 1 knew by ocher 
uta ns. x thins it is obvious that if 1 am willing to pay you 200 a cage for codes of 
suen records as my complaint and its atceeteents when you know I have thaa I do f] 

oi these records, ■^ aJl 



'en 



Of course a appeal, 



Hi counts. 



- 1 - as writing you in the hope you will see fit to and all this urfoevoming 
stonewalling and avoid unnecessary litigation. If you are not yii.ing then visas, 
foevapi this to your rubber-stampers and we’ll go to court. 

As a matter of fact I had discussed thi 3 with xi r. "near a '.fpuk ego, ax 
unnecessary problem you gave us in the depositions, with precisely what -*33 



US"t 



the totally 



■ 3 in 



tn.it case of seven years ago. If you are not aware ox' it you have refused ny repeated 
request for those pictures as well as my request for a copy of your regulations eov-rin i 
thu taking of ouch pictures applicable as of the time of that suit. I was provided with’ 
the revision you made during the litigation and. have not been provided with the one that 
t^en 3 ? as in Effect, fhis latter and entirely unjuatifed refusal is putting no to moat 
o.v/ 2 arf» 1 nave been compelled to ask *9r. ^esar to purchase a transcript of that hearing, 
a ' a COf5- oi 31*50 a page. X read tha then-applicable regulations into the record. 

i.otiva for this withholding is apparent ; you swore falsely to the an tori al. 

xou would not even pewit a aerc-x of tho pictures to be incorporated into the court 
rocoius luring aeposxtions in C.j\. 75—226. X believe it is unspeakably arrogant of - -u to 
deny this evidence to a court of law particularly when all you have aretendad about those 
pictures is false and indecent. Share is nothing in the pictures you took for lay that is 
not in the others you have iandc available for years except that the pictures taken "o- ms 
are clear and the FBI* 3 are deliberately unclear. Those I asked for are of ovicentiaiy ’ 
value .only, fiiose you 2 sake available show gore only - little or no evidence. 

m , , . ' stop 

nv, scua© point you are going to have to 3505 this indecent, 'bathing of federal m- 3 - 
conduct in Kennedy blood. You know very well that indecent use was not possible uit'^ tho 
pictures I asked for, that 'both the latter agree*©* fc and your re-mlationa reouiTod^hat 
copies be provided me, and sore recently that ay writing and publishing on this asomt 
wna passed, fly request was clearly in connection with C. a. 75-226 and the nnrtdate inn-osed 
upon raa by tha appeals court. 




lore recently other ^tHfael*. ^ ttj. Priority ox 

or.- .liable to .'oo a; '-n=> v,i ^'L "I""’ 7Z' ,.., _ n ,.<* withheld records vu.ooi.osoo no 

icy x*ou«*» dating to about 1ft*. y <ni>efc, t.v, :ruie bhea avail 

2069-70 because tnuy are av<u 0 ; . 



.hie 



bo the court in u. 



T'.sy oro 



in e.a. <wo7-iu — , , r'-eaent. 

. - ->r\rr^»^ cndei* ViV** j--j * v.- *. «-*-»■ 

licit on tna yrovxaang ox piQxW.,3 t-n-i 

00 uere your o*n regulations. 

r,i 3 jiaa been hurtful and costly to a®.' 

, i \:r -.a tor'isu. this -'nbira nw.-.or u.<a 

Prior to rsceivins ahat - reccirod c — 

to *'*r. -^aar. ' uhat should, never 

1 do ho~ you will reconsider ;nd el^nate ch*. ^ lor ^ - -- 

have had to be litigated and should not save to - — 

. _ , -<\v.- del +2- vour soaVjiil<wuoe» 

Shore htta been no response from. oSA. x enclose a k— - 

lincemiy» 



InX’Oii X Cm 7:7 



P.d. i i tb 
o T this do. 
those reco 



-4 ~w»r> v-r,«>vh3. I also aaSc lor an orpla: 

thia long delay in non-conpiinnoa , ^ - ’ oiaiaed no backlog, 

lay. icu i-noc tfco requirements ox «w ,u. wu .u 

: d 3 1 havo eitaaiined x'^quir 



>t ion 
mu. 






so search tiri-e. 




